It is the SDDOC's contention that the current arrangements
serve the state, taxpayers, families and friends of
inmates and the inmates themselves well. The loss of this
option would be extremely detrimental. Therefore, the
SDDOC urges you not to adopt regulations that would
negatively affect the administrationa dn security of our
correctional institutions.

RespecE,ully s itted

Honorable Senator Larry Pressler

Honorable Senator Thomas Daschle

Honorable Representative Tim Johnson

The Honorable James H. Quello

The Honorable Rachelle B. Chong

The Honorable Andrew C. Barrett

The Honorable Susan Ness

Warden Joe Class, State Penitentiary

Warden Jim Smith, Springfield Correctional Facility
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July 20, 1994

The Honorable Reed Hundt, Chairman .kﬂ. ZB 3 26 PM gq R E C E ’\ ,t“

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.

Washington, D. C. 20534 (AUGH Y, 1994

Re: CC Docket #92-77 FEDERAL COMMUNICATIG G wne .. s siON

OFF ETARY
Dear Chairman Hundt: ICE OF THE SECRETARY

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP, affecting inmates. their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years, administrators of correctional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What’s more,
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. We use this revenue to fund various programs including. law enforcement
education; inmate health, education and recreation; jail personnel safety; drug prevention and other
conmumunity programs: family visitation etc.

Here are a few of my biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:
e It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

o Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

e  Without the authority to process calls, inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

o The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs evervone!

o Under BPP, correctional facilities would no longer have controi over inmate calls, which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses, jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

s  Without call control. facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR INMATE CALLS FAR OUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. If BPP does become
regulation. we urge vou to make inmate calls exempt, Thank you for your consideration of my views.

. ey
Sincerely. //wf/ " AR
No. of Copies rec'd z
List ABCDE




4

'
teoal
ERTAWHE T Lt

July 20, 1994
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The Honorable Reed Hundt. Chairman
Federal Communications Commission

Washingon D C. 2055 RECEIVED
Re: CC Docket #92-77 'AUGH 2 1994

Dear Chairman Hundt: FEDERAL COMMUMICATIONS COMMISSIOM
I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference re:gulgﬁgq’}‘E OF M SeRETARYal
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP, affecting inmates. their families and

the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from

the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years. administrators'of correctional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone cails. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What’s more,
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. We use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education: inmate health, education and recreation; jail personnel safety; drug prevention and other
community programs: family visitation etc.

Here are a few of my biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:
e It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

e  Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

o  Without the authority to process calls, inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

e The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs evervone!

e  Under BPP. correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls, which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses, jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

e  Without call control. facilities would be unable to control fraud probiems currently handled
bv inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR INMATE CALLS FAR QUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. If BPP does become
regulation. we urge vou to make inmate cails exempt. Thank vou for vour consideration of my views.

Sincerely.

o, gcopienraca (D
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BoycCE L. CARSWELL, SHERIFF

RECFiveED
[AUG 1 2 1994

The Honorable Reed E. Hundt, Chairman Emm§g$WMMM@Mjgw@xw
Federal Communications Commission OF THE SECRETiAY
1919 M Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

July 22, 1994

Dear Chairman Hundt:

We have analyzed the sSecurity and administration needs at our
facility and have found it to be necessary to route inmate calls
from our facility to a single carrier that is equipped to handle
inmate calls and with whom we have a contractual relationship. We
cannot allow inmates to have open access to the telecommunications
network and the freedom to use any carrier they please. BPP will
take away our right to coordinate inmate calls through a carrier we
know and trust. Instead, inmate calls will be routed to a number of
different carriers, none of whom will have any obligation to us,
and few that will be trailed to handle inmate calls.

We have also found it necessary to install phone equipment that is
specifically designed for inmate calls. This equipment helps
prevent fraud, abusive calls, and other criminal activity over the
telephone network. Given the constant budgetary constraints that we
are under, we cannot afford to provide this equipment without the
help of inmate phone service providers to assist us. Without inmate
phones, the morale of our inmates will be devastated. The resulting
increase in tension will make it more difficult for our staff to
manage inmates.

Furthermore, we are sensitive to the rates inmate families pay for ;
calls. We fully appreciated the FCC’s concern if some Sheriffs do
not take responsibility for inmate families from abusive rates. We
do not agree with the FCC that the solution for this lack of
responsibility is BPP. The proper and more effective action would ¥
be to adopt rate ceilings on inmate calls .and then let Sheriffs 3
enforce these rate ceilings through their contracts. Indeed we g
believe the overwhelming majority of Sheriffs are committed to gk‘-j’
requiring rates that are fair and reasonable. Q
o<

st

In short, BPP would take away our ability to employ important 3.

L

PosT OFFICE Box 69 m CoLUMBUS, NORTH CAROLINA 28722 ® 704-894-3001 ® FAx 704-894-8806




security and administrative measures that we have found to be
necessary at our facility, ultimately reducing inmate phone
availability, which in turn decreases the efficiency of our staff.
We urge you to not adopt regulations that interfere with our
administrative and security decisions--decisions that are clearly
within our discretion and which we have a public responsibility to
make.

Respectfully submitted,

ww\
BoyLe L. Carswell, Sheriff

Polk County Sheriffs’ Department
Post Office Box 69

105 Ward Street

Columbus, North Carolina 28722

BLC/sdp

cc: The Honorable James H. Quello
The Honorable Rachelle B. Chong
The Honorable Andrew C. Barrett
The Honorable Susan Ness
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The Honorable Reed Hundt. Chairman Jm- 28 3 26 PM 84

Federal Communications Commission R EC E , VE D

1919 M Street, N'W.
Washington, D. C. 20554 [AUGU}M‘

Re: CC Docket #92-77 FEDERAL COMMUNCATIONS CONMSS
Dear Chairman Hundt: CFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

[ am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP, affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years, administrators of correctional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What’s more,
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. He use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education; imnate health, education and recreation: jail personnel safety; drug prevention and other
cominunity programs; family visitation etc.

Here are a few of my biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:
o [t strips correctional facilitv administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

o  Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

o  Without the authority to process calls, inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

o The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs evervone!

e Under BPP, correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls, which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses, jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

e  Without call control. facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR INMATE CALLS FAR OUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. If BPP does become
regulation. we urge vou to make inmate calls exempt. Thank vou for vour consideration of my views.

A No. of Coples racd_Q—-

BCDE

Sincerely.

W)(afj./((; gaf‘“
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The Honorable Reed Hundt. Chairman
Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street, N.W. RFCE'VED

Washington, D. C. 20554
Re: CC Docket #92-77 fAUG ’ 2 '99‘

Dear Chairman Hundt: FEDERAL COMMUGivtr. .. M
OFFICE OF THE SECRF 1an

[ am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional

facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP, affecting inmates, their families and

the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from

the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years, administrators of cortectional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What’s more,
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. We use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education; immate health, education and recreation; jail personnel safetv; drug prevention and other
comimunity programs; familv visitation etc.

Here are a few of my biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:
e [t strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

e Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

s  Without the authority to process calls. inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

e The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs evervone!

e Under BPP, correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls, which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses, jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

e  Without call control. facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR INMATE CALLS FAR OUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. If BPP does become
regulation. we urge vou to make inmate calls exempt. Thank vou for vour consideration of my views.

Sincerely. / WL/M @ .
%/ w0 b
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July 22, 1994 'AUG:T 2 1994

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

The Honorable Reed E. Hundt, Chairman OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.V.
Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: CC Docket No. 92-77 Opposition to Billed Party Preference
Dear Chairman Hundt:

We are opposed to the application of Billed Party Preference (BPP) at inmate
facilities.

We have analyzed the security and administration needs at our facility and have
found it to be necessary to route inmate calls from our facility to a single
carrier that is equipped to handle inmate calls and with whom we have a contractual
relationship. We cannot allow inmates to have open access to the
telecommunications network and the freedom to use any carrier they please. BPP
will take away our right to coordinate inmate calls through a carrier we know and
trust. Instead, inmate calls will be routed to a number of different carriers,
none of whom will have any obligation to us, and few that will be trained to handle
inmate calls.

Ve have also found it necessary to install phone equipment that is specifically
designed for inmate calls. This equipment helps prevent fraud, abusive calls, and
other criminal activity over the telephone network. Given the constant budgetary
constraints that we are under, we cannot afford to provide this equipment without
the help of inmate phone service providers. BPP would also eliminate the revenue
stream that finances our inmate phones. If BPP is applied to inmate facilities,
there will be no way for us to finance these phones, nor will there be inmate phone
service providers to assist us. Without inmate phones, the morale of our inmates
will be devastated. The resulting increase in tension will make it more difficult
for our staff to manage inmates.

Furthermore, we are sensitive to the rates inmate families pay for calls. We fully
appreciate the FCC’s concern if some Sheriffs do not take responsibility for
protecting inmate families from abusive rates. We do not agree with the FCC that
the solution for this lack of responsibility is BPP. The proper and more effective
action would be to adopt rate ceilings on inmate calls and then let Sheriffs
enforce these rate ceilings through their contracts. Indeed we believe the
overwhelming majority of Sheriffs are committed to requiring rates that are fair
and reasonable.

No. of Copies rec’d ( >
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Post Office Box 429000, San Diego, California 92142-9000



Honorable Reed E. Hundt, Chairman
Page 2
July 22, 1994

In short, BPP would take away our ability to employ important security and
administrative measures that we have found to be necessary at our facility,
ultimately reducing inmate phone availability, which in turn decreases the
efficiency of our staff. Ve urge you to not adopt regulations that interfere with
our administrative and security decisions -- decisions that are clearly within our
discretion and vhich we have a public responsibility to make.

Respectfully submitted,

ey MAmat———

James Marmack, Captain
San Diego County
Sheriff’s Department
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July 20, 1994 .
The Honorable Reed Hundt. Chairman Jn 8 3 25PH'H
Federal Communications Commission R EC EIVE D

1919 M Street. N.W.

Washington. D. C. 20554 TAUG LT 2 1994

Re: CC Docket #92-77 FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Dear Chairman Hundt: OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

[ am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP. affecting inmates. their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years, administrators of correctional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What’s more.
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. We use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education; inmate health, education and recreation; jail personnel safety; drug prevention and other
conynunity programs. family visitation etc.

Here are a few of my biggest concerns ubout Billed Party Preference:
s It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

e  Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

¢  Without the authority to process calls, inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

¢ The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs everyone!

¢ Under BPP. correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls, which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivabiy harass judges. witnesses. jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

s  Without call control. facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
bv inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR INMATE CALLS FAR QUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. If BPP does become
regulation. we urge vou to make inmate cails exempt. Thank vou for vour consideration of my views.

Sincerely.

) ;)
9%‘ "7/ | Sheriff

R\ dolph C¥unty, MISSOURI

No. of Cop; X
Lis AB%%",’;’S rec d\&



July 20, 1994
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The Honorable Reed Hundt. Chairman
Federal Communications Commission

RECEIVED

1919 M Street. N.W. .
Washington, D. C. 20554 [AUG H 2 ‘”4

: - FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Re: CC Docket #92-77 OFFIOE OF THE SECRETARY

Dear Chairman Hundt:

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP, affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten vears. administrators of correctional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What’s more.
inmate phone comunissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. Fi'e use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education: inmate health, education and recreation; jail personnel safetv; drug prevention and other
community programs; familv visitation efc.

Here are a few of my biggest concerns ubout Billed Party Preference:
o It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

e  Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

e  Without the authority to process calls, inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

e  The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs evervone!

s  Under BPP. correctional facilities would no longer have controi over inmate calis. which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses, jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

e  Without call control. facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR INMATE CALLS FAR QUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. If BPP does become
regulation. we urge vou to make inmate calls exempt. Thank vou for vour consideration of my views.

Sincerely. XQX,\,\\, NUNIRERY W/
S Sl
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The Honorable Reed Hundt. Chairman R ECE lVED

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street. N.W.

Washington. D. C. 20554 AUG:t 2 1994

: #92-77 FEDERAL COMMUMICATIONS COMMISSIOY
Re: CC Docket #52 OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

Dear Chairman Hundt:

[ am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP. affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten vears. administrators of correctional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What’s more,
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. We use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education; inmate health, education and recreation; jail personnel safery; drug prevention and other
cominunity programs. familv visitation etc.

Here are a few of my biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:
o [t strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

s  Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

¢  Without the authority to process calls. inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

e  The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs evervone!

o  Under BPP. correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls. which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses. jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

¢  Without call control. facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
bv inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
FOR INMATE CALLS FAR OUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. If BPP does become
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The Honorable Reed Hundt, Chairman R E C E IV E D

Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington. D. C. 20554 mucn 2 199‘
) RAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Dear Chairman Hundt:

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preterence regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP, affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years, administrators of correctional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What's more,
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. We use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education; immate health, education and recreation: jail personnel safety; drug prevention and other
community programs; family visitation etc.

Here are a few of my biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:
o It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

e  Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

e  Without the authority to process calls, inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

e The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs evervone!

e  Under BPP. correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls. which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses. jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

e  Without call control. facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR INMATE CALLS FAR OUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. If BPP does become
regulation. we urge vou to make inmate calls exempt. Thank vou for vour consideration of my views.

Sincerely.

HARRISON COUNTY SHERIFF OFFICE
105 SOUTH 1ST AVENUE

No. of i , LOGAN, IOWA 51546
List ABCC:%’Ees rec d_@
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MERLE SAS3S
HARRISON COUNTY SHERIFF




August 1. 1994

The Honorable Reed E. Hundi, Chairman

Federal Communications Commission AR
4 - jion
1919 M Street. NW DOTKET Fi 2 000V DGINAL

RECEIVED
Washington. D.C. 20354 ' [Aus ure m‘

Re: CC Docket No. 92-77 Opposition to Billed Party Preference FEDER&F C&“&W&g: CO%MSSSIOV
' ETARY
Dear Chairman Hundt: JUI_ 28 3 26 P H 8“]

We are opposed to the application ot Billed Party Preference (BPP) at inmate tacilities.

We have analyzed the security and adnumistration needs at our facility and have found it to be necessary to route
mmate calls from our facility to a single carrier that is equipped to handle inmate calls and with whom we have a
contractual relationship. We cannot allow inmates to have open access to the telecommunications network and the
treedom to use any carner they please. BPP will take away our right to coordinate mmate calls through a carner we
know and trust. Instead. inmate calls will be routed to a number ot ditferent carriers. none of whom will have any
obligation to us. and few that will be tramed to handle inmate calls.

We have also tound 1t necessary to install phone equipment that 1s specifically designed for mmate calls.

This equipment helps prevent fraud, abusive calls, and other cnminal activity over the telephone network. Given
the constant budgetary constraints that we are under, we cannot atford to provide this equipment without the help
ot mmate phone service providers. BPP would also eliminate the revenue stream that finances our mmate phones.
It BPP is applied to inmate facilities. there will be na way for us to finance these phones. nor will there be inmate
phone service providers to assist us. Without inmate phones. the morale of our inmates will be devastated. The
resulting mcrease in tension will make it more difticult for our statt to manage inmates.

Furthermore, we are sensitive to the rates inmate tamilies pay for calls. We fully appreciate the FCC's concern if
some Sheriffs do not take responsibility for protecting inmate tamilies trom abusive rates. We do not agree with the
FCC that the solution tor this lack ot responsibility is BPP. The proper and more etfective

action would be to adopt rate ceilings on inmate calls and then let Sherifts entorce these rate ceilings

through their contracts. Indeed we believe the overwhelming majonty ot Shentts are committed to

requiring rates that are fair and reasonable.

In short. BPP would take away our ability to employ important secunty and administrative measures that we have
found to be necessary at our facility. ultimately reducing inmate phone availability. which in turn decreases the
efficiency of our staff. We urge you to not adopt regulations that interfere with our administrative and securty
decisions -- decisions that are clearly within our discretion and which we have a public responsibility to make.

Respecttully submutted.

Greeausnd ﬁwz% Detentim Lenter

Name of Correctional Fa

528 Loz

Address

el SL. , Ereenwnud, S C.
29648
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August 1, 1994

The Honorable Reed E. Hundt, Chairman
Federal Conununications Conunission
1919 M Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554
Re: CC Docket No. 92-77 Opposition to Billed Party Preference m za 3 25 ‘)“ lg“ R E CE IVE D
(AUGH 2 1994

We are opposed to the application of Billed Party Preference (BPP) at inmate facilities. FEDER&E&%E%@E?@S%&“‘ON
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Dear Chairman Hundt:

We have analyzed the security and administration needs at our facility and have found it to be necessary to route
inmate calls from our facility to a single carrier that is equipped to handle inmate calls and with whom we have a
contractual relationship. We cannot allow inmates to have open access to the teleccommunications network and the
freedom to use any carrier they please. BPP will take away our right to coordinate inmate calls through a carrier we
know and trust. Instead, inmate calls will be routed to a number of different carriers, none of whom will have any
obligation to us, and few that will be trained to handle mmate calls.

We havc also found it ncccssary to install phonc cquipment that is specifically designed for inmatc calls.

This equipment helps prevent fraud, abusive calls, and other criminal activity over the telephone network. Given
the constant budgetary constraints that we are under, we cannot afford to provide this equipment without the help
of nmate phone service providers. BPP would also eliminate the revenue stream that finances our inmate phones.
If BPP is applied to inmate facilities, there will be no way for us to finance these phones, nor will there be inmate
phonc scrvice providers to assist us. Without inmatc phones, the moralc of our inmatcs will be devastated. ‘The
resulling increase in (ension will make 1t more difficult for our sta{l lo manage inmales.

Furthermare, we are sensitive to the rates inmate families pay for calls. We fully appreciate the FCC's concem if
some Sheriffs do not take responsibility for protecting inmate families from abusive rates. We do not

agree with the FCC that the solution for this lack of responsibility is BI’I’. 'I'hc propcr and morc cffcctive

action would be 10 adopt rate ceilings on inmale calls and then let Sherifls enforce these rate ceilings

through their contracts. Indeed we believe the overwhelming majority of Sheriffs are committed to

requiring rates that are fair and reasonable.

In short, BI’I’ would takc away our ability to cmploy important sccurity and administrative mcasurcs that we have
found to be necessary at our [acility, ultimately reducing inmate phone availability, which in turn decreases the
efficiency of our staff. We urge you to not adopt regulations that interfere with our administrative and security
decisions -- decisions that are clearly within our discretion and which we have a public responsibility to make.

Respectfully submitted, S W c 4% bt_/.

Edward C. Pfister, Warden
Name/Title

Jefferson County Jail
Name of Correctional Facility

R.D.#5, Box 45

Brookville, Pa. 15825
Address
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July 20, 1994 '91‘
The Honorable Reed Hundt. Chairman m 28 3 25 ?“

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W. RECE'VED
'AUGYT 2 1994

Washington, D. C. 203554
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
Dear Chairman Hundt: OFFICE OF THE SECRE%%&SS]ON

Re: CC Docket #92-77

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP, affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years, administrators of cortectional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What’s more,
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. He use this revenue tu fund various programs including: law enforcement
education; inmate health, education and recreation; jail personnel safety; drug prevention and other
community programs; familv visitation efc.

Here are a few of my biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:
¢ [t strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

e  Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

o  Without the authority to process calls, inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

e The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs evervone!

e Under BPP, correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls. which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses, jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

e  Without call control. facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR INMATE CALLS FAR QUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. If BPP does become
regulation. we urge vou to make inmate calls exempt. Thank vou for vour consideration of my views.

Sincerely.

%QA&S_,LJ LI e
No. of rec’ 0
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July 20, 1994 j!L 8 325 PH "%
The Honorable Reed Hundt. Chairman R E C E IVF D

Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street, N.W. UG 2 1994

Washington, D. C. 20334

TIONS GOMMISSION
Re: CC Docket #92-77 FEDER%F%&%FUNT% SECRETARY

Dear Chairman Hundt:

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP. affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten vears. administrators of cortectional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What’s more,
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. We use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education; imnate health, education and recreation: jail personnel safety; drug prevention and other
community programs; family visitation efc.

Here are a few of my biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:
s It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

e  Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

s  Without the authority to process calls, inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

e The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs everyone!

e Under BPP. correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls. which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses, jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

e  Without call control. facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR INMATE CALLS FAR OUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. If BPP does become
regulation. we urge vou to make inmate calls exempt. Thank vou for vour consideration of my views.
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The Honorable Reed Hundt. Chairman R EC E, VED

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street. N.W. 'AUG:1 2 1994

Washington, D. C. 20554

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISS|
oM
Re: CC Docket #92-77 OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

Dear Chairman Hundt:

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP, affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten vears, administrators of correctional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What’s more,
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. He use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education; inmate health, education and recreation; jail personnel safety; drug prevention and other
community programs: familv visitation etc.

Here are u few of my biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:
e It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

+ Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

e  Without the authority to process calls, inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end resuit: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

e The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs evervone!

¢ Under BPP, correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls, which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses, jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

e  Without call control. facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons, and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR INMATE CALLS FAR OUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. If BPP does become
regulation. we urge vou to make inmate calls exempt. Thank vou for vour consideration of my views.

Sincerely.

Srric ,
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July 22, 1994

Garry E. Lucas

Sheriff RE CEl VED

'AUGL1"2 1994

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

OFFICE OF TH

The Honorable Reed E. Hundt
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N'W.

Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: Billed Part Prefernce; CC Docket No. 92-77

Dear Chairman Hundt;

The Federal Communications Commission (FCC) is currently considering a rule change in the
matter of Billed Party Preference for O+InterLATA Calls, CC Docket No. 92-77. Under current
FCC rules Correction Officials designate the carrier of all inmate collect calls from the facility.
Billed Party Preference would change the current rules and allow inmates to designate the carrier
depending on who they were attempting to contact.

As the Chief Law Enforcement Official in Clark County, the rule change concerns me for the
following reasons:

*

Piotection of Victinms and Withesses of Crimes:  Our curvent telephone services, and
equipment from our carrier allow us to block phone numbers of victims and witnesses of
criminal activity. If the rules were changed, the burden of protection would shift from
law enforcement to the victims themselves. The public will have to contact their long
distance carrier, determine where the calls are originating, and make arrangements for
their phones not to accept theses calls.

In addition to the phone block service, the phone system allows us to document the date,
time and duration of each call made from our facility. This information has served in
court cases to collaborate criminal activity, or to verify certain rights and privileges such
as access to Bondsman and Attorneys were afforded to the inmates.

E SECRETARY
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* Reduction of Revenue for Inmate Services: Under the current arrangements with
phone companies allow for revenue sharing. There are very strict rules which
allow to these revenues that allow for these funds to be used only for inmate
Health and Welfare. These funds go to reducing medical costs, repair of
recreational equipment, education programs and health services that are not
currently budgeted. Considering the current budget problems all Federal, State
and Local agencies are experiencing, I am not optimistic about getting additional
funding for these services and would have to consider the reduction or elimination
of these programs.

For the concerns outlined previously, I am encouraging you strongly consider exempting
Correctional Facilitics from the Bill Party Preference.

Vancouver, Washington -
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The Honorable Reed Hundt. Chairman
Federal Communications Commission R E C E e "

1919 M Street, N.W.
(AUB1 2 1994

Washington. D. C. 20354
Dear Chairman Hundt: OFFICE OF THE SECF?E%&W

Re: CC Docket #92-77

[ am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP, affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years. administrators of correctional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What’s more.
inmate phone commuissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. We use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education: inmate health, education and recreation; jail personnel safety; drug prevention and other
community programs: family visitation etc.

Here are a few of my biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:
s It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

» Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

¢  Without the authority to process calls. inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising ¢ach and every inmate call.

e The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs evervone’

¢  Under BPP. correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls. which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses, jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

*  Without call control. facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
bv inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR INMATE CALLS FAR QUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. [f BPP does become
regulation. we urge vou to make inmate calls exempt. Thank vou for vour consideration of my views.

Sincerely.
%ﬁ Ve
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SIOUX COUNTY SHERIFF

JIM R. SCHWIESOW Jn 28 3

PUBLIC SAFETY BUILDING
119 Central Avenue S.E. QOrange City, lowa 51041
Phone (712) 737-2280

July 20, 1994

The Honorable Reed Hundt. Chairman rAUQ H 2 1994
Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street, N.W. FEDERMCWMUMATMSGO N )
Washington, D. C. 20334 OFFICF OF mesemmgﬂlss’o”

Re: CC Docket #92-77
Dear Chairman Hundt:

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP. affecting inmates. their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years. administrators of correctional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What's more.
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. H'e use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education: iminate health, education and recreation: jail personnel safety; drug prevention and other
community programs: family visitation etc.

Here are a few of my biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:
o It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

e  Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.3 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

»  Without the authority 10 process calls. inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result; fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

o The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs everyone! Q
e Under BPP. correcuonal facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls. which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses, jury o
members or even the victims of their crimes. §
o  Without call control. facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled 8 LDU
bv inmate phone providers. § 8
For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY g;
PREFERENCE FOR INMATE CALLS FAR CUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. If BPP does become 23

regulation. we urge vou to make inmate cails exempt. Thank vou for vour consideraon of my views.

Sincerelv.

.
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Sheriff of Plymouth County

327 3rd Street S.E.
Le Mars, lowa 51031
PHONE: (712) 546-8191

EENEL R
13T

£
=
i

e
| e

A

Jn 28 3 26 PN 'gy

MIKE VAN OTTERLOO, SHERIFF
July 25, 1994

HECFH'L‘:D

The Honorable Reed Hundt, Chairman [Auc 1 2 '99‘
Federal Communications Commission FEDERAL COMMUNGATIG.

1919 M Street, N.W. OFFICEOF
Washington, D.C. 20554 THE SECRETARY

Re: CC Docket $#92-77
Dear Chairman Hundt:

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed
Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely
jeopardized by BPP affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whoéle. For this reason,
we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from the proposed
BPP regulation.

Over the past ten  years, administrators of
correctional facilities have been able to put into place a
very effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The
right to choose our phone service provider has been the
key to our success. This service has always been delivered
to us at very reasonable rates. What's more, inmate phone
commissions have been a significant source of revenue for
our facility and have helped us improve it dramatically.
We use this revenue to fund various programs including:
Law enforcement education; inmate health, education and
recreation; jail personnel safety; drug prevention and
other community programs; family visitation etc.

HERE ARE A FEW OF MY BIGGEST CONCERNS ABOUT BILLED
PARTY PREFERENCE:

* It strips correctional facility administrators of
the right to choose inmate phone providers.

* Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of
$1.5 billion, an expense that would have to be passed along
to the consumer.

* Without the authority to process calls, inmate
phone providers would no longer have the revenue to provide
the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end
result: fewer phones with fewer security features.
Facilities would have to revert to the o0ld ways of
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The Honorable Reed Hundt, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
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-----------------------------------

supervising each and every inmate call.

* The average length of stay in jail would increase
because immates would not have the phone privileges
required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This
costs everyone!

* Under BPP, correctional facilities would no longer
have control over inmate calls, which means no call
tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass
judges, witnesses, jury members or even the victims of
their crimes.

* Without call control, facilities would be unable to
control fraud problems currently handled by inmate phone
providers.

For the above reasons, and countless others, we
believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY PREFERENCE FOR
INMATE CALLS FAR OUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. If BPP does
become regulation, we urge you to make inmate calls exempt.

Thank you for your consideration of my views.

Mike Van Otterloo
ymouth County Sheriff

MV:js
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The Honorable Reed Hundt, Chairman Jm. 28 3 28 P " 94

I;‘g(il;r;ll (;gr:;zu;ll.i;;ﬁons Commission R E C E IV E D
TAUGH1Y2 1994

Washington, D. C. 20554
FEDERAL COM
Dear Chairman Hundt: OFFICE%FUNTEQ‘QEOQS I?Tf'J\'leSSION

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP, affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from
the proposed BPP regulation.

Re: CC Docket #92-77

Over the past ten years, administrators of cortectional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What’s more,
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. H'e use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education. inmate health, education and recreation; jail personnel safetv; drug prevention and other
community programs. family visitation efc.

Here are a few of my biggest concerns ubout Billed Party Preference:
o It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

e  Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

e  Without the authority to process calls. inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

¢ The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs evervone’

e Under BPP, correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls, which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses, jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

e  Without call control. facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR INMATE CALLS FAR OUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. If BPP does become
regulation. we urge vou to make inmate calls exempt. Thank vou for your consideration of my views.

Sincerely,
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